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Official transcript of the International 
Military Tribunal in the matter of the 
United States oí America, the French 
Republic, i United Kingdom of Great 
Britain and Northern Ireland, and the 
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics against 
Hermann Wilhelm Fiering et al, Defendants, 
sitting at Nurnberg, Germany, on 38 May 
1946, 1000-1300, Lord Justice “awrence 
presiding. 

MR, DODD: Mre President. with respect to the application for 
documents of defendant Seys ss-Inquart, 87 documents all together have 
been submitted to the Prosecution, and we have gone over them in the 
German. After numerous conferences with counsel for the defendant 
Seyss-Inquart, we find we are unable to agree on 17 of these documents. 


T 
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+ 


As of yesterday the number was 20 as so stated, but we have now roe 
duced it to 17. 

Document Number n the defendant's list is a copy of a resolution 
of the German National Assenbly on the 21st of February 1919, advocat- 
ing Anschluss between Austia 

We have told counsel we object to 

d imnaterial. It is a resolution of a German 
it doesn't seem to us to make any diffe: 
of Anschluss in 1919, 
Document Number 10 is an extract from 
in October 1945 and written by a man named 
I 
critical article criticizing the T saty of 5t ermaia for not avoiding 
the obliteration of the “ustro-Hungarian economic entity, an it dis- 
cusses what it describes as the mistakes of 1919, and so on. 
with other docume 
the economic background of the Anschluss movement. Whatever may be said 
for that type of proof, there are at least five other documents on the 
made no objection to thems But we did feel that 
this sort of thing, even if relevant, certainly became cumulat- 
Pocuments 7, 12, 26 and 33 are all on the sane subject, the economic 


background of Anschluss, and this is a long one, Therefore, we feal 


hat it certainly is not necessary and doesn't add very muon and merely 
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creates a lot of paper work, and is cumulative. 

Document Number 11 is a speech delivered by a Dr. Schober, giving 
the area and population of the Republic of Austria. We haven't any 
very serious objection to this type of thing excepting that there prob- 
ably are better sources if the defendant wishes to establish the area 
and population of Austria in 1921 

Further, it seemed to us that the Tribunal could very well take 
judicial knowledge of the area and population of Austria as of that date 
from reliable 

Pocument Number lh is a statement by the former Chancellor of 
Austria in 1922 ba Ue effect that Austria belongs to Germany. 

Our opjection is again based on the cumulative feature of this 
cocunent, because there are at least three other decuments with «lmost 
identical statements, by Dr. Renner to which we have made no objection, 

Document 19 is an extract ffom a book written by à man called 
Kleinschzled, and the extract purports to show that a mmber of politici- 
ans lived or prospered on the Anschluss m veneni in sustria, 

That doesn't seem to us to be very Livsertunt nava or likely to 
help the Tribunal very much. 

Mr. Dodd, what exactly 
propaganda" mean? That they made their livein- 
or what? 

iR. DODD: Yes. It purports to show that ‘..ey mais ita 
for carrying on political activities, and made an issue of it 


tained themselves politically. 


Number 21 is an extract from Kunschak's book, "Austria 1918-193) ," 


and it give the increase in the National "ocialist votes in austria 
from 1930 to 1932. That didn't seem to us to be very material or very 
helpful or likely to be helpful to the Tribunal. We objected to it on 
the grounds that it is irrelevant and immaterial. 

Document Number 22 is an extract from an article in the "Ne 
Presse" of August 1932, opposing the League of Nations loan. 

This again is submitted to prove the flow or the continuity of the 


Anschluss movement. There is at least one other document, Number 23, 
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which purports to establish the same principle or the same kind of 


proof, 


Number 27 is an extract from an article written by Martin Fuchs, 


"Un Pacte avec Hitler," and it discusses the Yugoslav policy with re- 
spect to Anschluss between Germany and Austria, 

Again that doesn't seem to the Prosecution to have any direct bearing 
or any helpful bearing upon the issues here, whatever the Yugosalvs 
thought about it, 

Number 31 is an extract from the "Neue Zeitung" of the 11th of 
January 1946, where Gordon Walker states that the celebration in Austria 
after the Anschluss was genuine, 

Well, that is lir. Walker's opinion, and there is some other sub- 
stantial opinion on the other Side. We doubt very much that his opinion 


is material here or competent, 
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THE PRESIDENTL “ho is he? 

MR. DODD: I understand he is a member of the Labor Party in Great 
Britain, and a writer. 

Number 39 is an extract from the Archiv of 1938. This sets forth a state- 
ment made by Senator Borah, of the United States, that the Anschluss was a 
natural md inevitable affair and had nothing to do with the Unites States. 
This was not a speech made by the late Senator Borah in the Senato; it was his 
own opinion, and it does nct seem to us that it would be very helpful. . Some 
leter opinicns of Senator Borah were not so helpful, end this doesn't scom to 
be very likely to be helpful to the Tribunal with respect to this issue. 

Numbor 47 is an extract from Zernatto's book, "The Truth about Austria". 
Zernatto was ono of tho State Undersecretarics of Austria, as the Tribunal 
knows. He left the country after the Anschluss and went to the United States, 
ond wrote this book. He makes a number of statements, I might say, about the 
defendant Seyss-Inquarte 

“neTribunal would be interested in kicving 
documents 48, 50, 54, 5 ind 61 are all extracts from the same book, 

we felt that wherever he reports a conversation with Scyss-Inquart, 
that would have bearing and relevancy before tho Cort: but vhers ho expresses 
his opinion, ^e have more doubt abc 

one statement, number 47 ems to be his osiniun. He doesn't cite 
any conversation or anything other than what appears to be his impression 
that Seyss-Inquart disassociated himself from Leoy 

Now, we do- not object to 48 and 50, or to 54, becausc, although we 

ally though wc would object, on reviewing them they sppeared to set out 
actual conversations between Zernatto and Seyss-Inquart, nnd it might be hclo- 
ful to the Tribunale Therefore, we do not object to the next three. 

However, 55, again, is a statement in Zernatto's book that, in Zernatto's 
cpinion, Seyss-Inquart was a figure on the chess board and was double-crossed 
by the Nazi or new Party leadershipe ie object to that for the reason that I 
have stated, it is the author's opinione He is deceased, by the way, and is 
certainly not availablee In any event, we do not think his opinion can be vor: 


helpful. 
-9871- 
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` 
Number 60 is also a statement from Zernatto's book, which sets out a 


conversation with an unnamed Austrian Nazi. We felt that was altorether too 
vague and would not be of value or helpful. 

In number 61, again, the author Zernatto expresses his opinion that Seyss- 
Inquart was afraid of Shouldering responsibility. 

I don't want to stress our objections too heavily to these extracts. ‘I 
don't think they are very harmful, certainly, but I rather object because we 
would like to cut down some of this printing, and I do not think they will be 
very helpful to Seyss-Inquart, 

Number 68 is the first document on anti-Semitism, and it is an excerpt 
from the publication entitled, "The Elements of National Socialism", by 
Bishop Alois Hudal. It explains anti-Semitism in Germany and Austria, and it 
goes on to discuss matters that the Tribunal has heard very much about through 
other defendants, the disproportionate position of the Jewish povulation in 
Germany, and-so on. ‘ce object to it as not eing helpful and not material. 

another extract from Zéricuto's bork on thc 
of these people see an semitism. it is his opinion and 


to be helpful cr material here. 
Number 71 is on the Slovak question. I doubt that there haa 
serious claim made anywhere in this case that at various 


have not claimed autonomy. This extract from 
we con discover, seems to establish that they cid want autonomy. We we 
don't think that is very important here, ond it will not be helpful to the 
Tribunal or to Seyss-Inquarte 
Is it a document of State? 
Well, iteis a document from the Archives, and in that sense 

public document, 

THE PRESIDENT: After Slovakia had been taken over by the Reich? 

MR. DODD: No, not afterwards, in 1988, and it preceded tho tnking over, 

THE PRESIDENT: Oh yos, 

MR. DODD: Those arc our objections, Mr. Presidente I do think we have 


tried to be rather w= " 
-00T72- 
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THE PRESIDENT: Of course, Mre Dodd, we are only considering now the 
question of objections to publication, or rather, to translatione We aro not 

dering the question of admissibility, nor are we binding you not to object 
to them after they have been translated, 


MR. DODD: ‘Yes, I am aware of that, Mr. President, "o tried to be, I 
think, fairly generous about this list. The excerpts, or most of them, are 
net too longe We did think we would have to call a halt somowherc, *' 
not think our 17 objections out of the 87 listed are very strict or are 
pinching, really, the defendant Soyss-Inqunrt, 

DR. STEINBAUER (Counsel for defendant SeysseInquart): Your Lordship, 


igh Military Tribuaale I know that you value my small country, Austria, 


not only because of its 
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ancient culture, and not only because of its scenic beauty, but also 
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for the reason that it was the first country which lost its freedom 
through Hitler. 

However, with all the respect which you have for my country, I 

annot expect of you that, as representatives of the larger povers, vou 

know the history of my country to the last detail. 

I do believe that it is important for the defense of Seyss-Inquart-- 
it is of the utmost importance, in fact-- that you understand fully 
out of what background and out of what motive this man acted the way 
he did, 

I myself can see three reason which led to the Anschluss. 

First of all, the economic need of the country, which beginning 
in 1918, ran like a red thread, uo until the year 1946. 

The second reason, and I shall try to be very brief-- 

THE PRESIDENT: Dr. Steinbauer, will you come to the actual docum- 
ents as soon as possible, because, you will remember, we are only 


discussing the question of whether they shovld be translated.or note 


second reason, Your Honor, was the disunity of the Democratic 


third reason was the action of the surrounding powers. 
With those threee reasons, and with that background, I assembled 
my documents. 
The first document is a resolution of the German “ational Assembly, 
the Weimar assembly, and I am of the conviction that it is important 
in judging that the Anschluss was not only a wish of ths Austrian 
population, but of the entire German people, and I request th-t this 


ient be granted me. 


The second document is drawn up by Selby, who was an Englishman, 


who lived in Vienna and who was 2 friend of our country. 
economic background and economic conditions in Austria, concitions 
led to the Anschluss, That was the reason for my including this document. 


The next document is an extract from a Speech delivered by 
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Chancellor Dr, Schober, who had world reknown and woo, in this speech, 
referred to the difficulties and the burdens whichvere imposed on 
Austria, which were tremendous and almost impossible of being shouldered 
by Austria. 

The next document is a statement by the current President, Dr. 
Karl Renner, from a speech which was delivered in 1922. 

At that time Dr, Seipel went again and, with great difficulty, 
put through a loan which was of great importance to us because, at the 
same time, it was demanded o f Austria, that we should forego independ- 
ence for ten years! duration. That memt that we would not take any 
steps to change the demands for an Anschluss. 

Renner opposed Seipel in Parliament at that time. 

This document is in no way cumulative to document 33 since, in 
document 33, I only described the economic situation as it obtained 
in the year 1938, ` 

The next document is number 2 of my evidence, and it deals with 


the strong political propeganda for the Anschluss. 
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In any event, I must dispute most strongly the assertion that Document 
No, 21 is irrelevant. I consider it extemely important, since this new, 
young party, which arose on the fertile soil of economic disunity in the 
years 1931 and 1932, grew tenfold, and in that way it was widespread and 
active political opposition to the existing regime. 

The next document, No. 22, is an extract from ana@ticle which again 
shows the economic situation at a period of time which was very important 


to history, when Chancellor Dollfuss traveled to Lausanne in order to 


e 


ecelve another loan from the League of Nations, and we again 
restricted to refuse thoughts of an Anschluss for another ton years 
This document, No, 22, as well as N 3, is not cumulative, s 
shows the plitical and the other the economic position of the membe 
Parlianent with respect to the League of Nations' loan in the 
Ihe next document is only an extract from the position taken ! 
various surrounding states of Austria in relation to the An: 
selected only Yugoslavia, for Yugoslavia vas the country 
strongly in favor of the Anschlu 
far as Document is ornod, I would like to remark, in 
addition to the remarks made by the Pre ution, that Gordon ijalker is not 
only a member of the Labor Party, 
important -- during the entire war ye 
Division Austria, and in the year 1938 he was in Austria personally 


ough and experienced the Anschluss. His opinion 
» therefore, are of extraordinary importance 
opinion and judgment of a prominent foreigner. 

The s ame remarks also apply to the following document, the statements 
made by the American Senator Borah, 25 years was the head of the 
Committee of Foroign Affairs. H3 inion seems of great importance and 
should be listened to. 

The next few documents concern themselves with statements made 
Dre Zernatto. I should like to add that Dr. Zernatto was Austrian 


General Secretary of the Home Front, as well as being the right hand of 


Schuschnigg during the period of the Anschluss He was one of the 
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Spiritual fathers of the Schuscehnig 


EE 


plebescite. I am sorry to say that 
he died abroad in emigration in 1910, and I cannot produce him as a witness 
hore, but his b j document and reproduces, infact, those thoughts and 
those cxperiences which he lived through in those critical days. 

I urgently request that the next three documents, which are very bricf, 
be granted me. 

The next two documents concern anti-Semitism, I only decided with 
regret to submit them, since I want to avoid any accusation of anti-Sonitic 
propaganda. I did include them because in tho trial brief my c 
adeused of being a member of an anti-Somitic group. This accusation is 
unjustifiable since these societies were very insignificant and they 
not be considered more important than they actually were. 
is not emphasized by the Prosecution, I will not put any | 
on it myself. 


The last document which is being 


3 


objected to, Noe 


H 13 
| 


agreement whiohvas concluded between liassaryk and Klinka, the Slovak leader, 


at which occasion Massaryk solemly promiscd autonomy to the Slovaks, a 
promise which was not kept cording to the letter of the agreement. A 
strong movement for autonomy resulted, and this movement was supported by 
litler. For the reasons just mentioned, I ask that I be granted this 
document as wolle. 
THE PRESIDENT: Dre Steinbauer, the consider the question 
of these documents. 
Sicnme 
ERIC RAEDER ~=- Resumed 
DIRECT EXAMINATION -- Continued 
yesterday in conne 
Norwegian problem, on one occasion I mentioned Documents 02, 
and submitted those documents. I beg your Lordshin's pardon 
I forgot to mention and submit one document, and I would like to 
omissions 


The document has already been granted me. It is Raeder Exhibit 


which I would like to submit at this point, a document which is an extract 
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ut may be found in my Document Book V, on page 392, 
British order of April 19h0, regarding the plan 
for the occupation of Swedish ore fiolds, to be taken from the base of 
Narvike 
bunal is familiar with this document, it will not bo 
to read from it. 


ARAS 
SIMMERS: 


Grand Admiral, yesterday we had arrived at the topic of Russia and 

pped with that. I had put a question about the directive No. Gl21-PS, 
answered that question to tho effect that the Navy did not 

ipate and collaborate in thesotting up of this directive. You further 


hat the Navy, in January, cirricd out those preparations 


mmand and order. 


n 


a romark on this directive to the effect that yesterday 


that this directive was signed 
nod it, but Keitel and Jodl 
not concerned with the signature 
issued they were 
by Hitler, and the others could only euntorsign. 


your pardon, and I thank you very much for setting me 


should like to askthe Tribunal to 
Document C=35, US-132. This document is found in the document 
book of tho British Delegation, Noe 10^, on page It is ene xbract from 
the War Diary with the date of tho 30th of January 
on tho part of thc Navy in .accordance with the 
mber, where Hitler, under ioe IV of the directive, decreed 
tionary mcasures were to be taken in case Russia should alter her 
position toward Germany, that is, only in caso Russia should change 
herattitude toward Gormany. 
SIEMERS: 
Grand Admiral, i nnection with your picturing of the 


situation, tho Prosecution has mentioned Document 0-66, and has sut 
-9878- 
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this document, Gp-01. is is your report of January 10, 1944 to Admiral 
Assmann for the historical archives of the Navy. 
ITEMERS: Thacdocument will be found in the document book of the 
British Delegation, Noe 10, page 13. There you will find the basie position 
taken by Racder with respect to the Case Barbarossa, and this is set forth 
under "att of the document, 
p 


I havo just heard that this document is also to be found in Document 


Book 10^, on page 35. 
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Q On that occasion you wrote: "At this time the Fuehrer had made 
known his 'unalterable decision! to conduct the Eastern campaign in spite of 
all reronstrances. Aftcr that, further warnings, if no new situationshad 
arisen, were found to be conplctoly uscless. As Chief of Naval War Staff I 

r ing necessity! for Barbarossa." Do 
add anything to the statement you mado in this regard at that time? 
I would like to add th despite the f act that the directives 
d on the 18th of Decombur, now at the end of Decembe 
oted yesterday on 


dl^emmaerte Stm AAA Ker d Eu E p s 
Gocument shows ths e a comprehensive speech and report in order 


to convince the the inexactitude and incorrectness of this 


for if and when the Fuehrer hac issuec dj vive, even if it applied only 
to a hypothetical case, it was 


to him and offer contradictory, 


with your counter- 
you mentioned that at the 


tion "Secloewe", that is, to 


opinion and the opinion of the 


| you have to dispense with 


we still believed 
the landing could be carricd throuch. can add a consideration from the 
cormander-ine-chief of the army and it was on my part that we had told 
Hitler, and he realized this fully, that for a landing, s 
air would have to be on our side and 
whether we could actually produce this air supe by for the landing 
according t ather conditions, could be carried out later at the 

$4. 


beginning of October and if it hadn't been possible tocarry it 


f 
eo 
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timo to land, it would have e postponed until the month of May of the 


following year. I came to pass that air superiority was not present in 


degree and consequently, it was said that the landi: g would have 


they actually were taken, but i e course 
winter thc idea of a landing was completely Adspensod v and Hitler decreed 
the coast along the channel s d be carried on only 
‘egree that the impression would remain to the Enelish that this 
I had the impression that 
carrying through the 
landing and that in his own mind hewa completely sold on the Russian 


campaign and simultaneously with the Russian campaign, of courso, ho 


couldn't 


prosecutio: 


miéh you 
ae 4) 
Singapor 
ga 


Vic 


neve} 
V A 


l 


a 


m1 > 3 
solved 
T x Nom 
Japan wants 


Vic 


war against the th d States of A ica and it can be done 
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ake Singapore promptly." ) cuti construed this statement to 
this offooct, that you wanted to instigate pan to attack America. Is that 
corroct? 
assertions contained in the 
clear when I am involved with a naval 

battlo with England with ny smaller verman navy, I do not want under any 

cs to have America on my neck as well am it has been 
ropoatedly that my most urgentieffort during the entire 
the war was not to involve the 
Admiral Wagner showed explicitly whic 
German navy 
come abou" 
account for when I carried on y Vebhboat varfaro wit} British 
small means a t my disposal. m the other hand, the United States, 


of 


einnin ond of 40 and d ng the entire : of 19h; pressed 
committed deeds which could be 
should like to call your attentior 


United States of 


unknown and unheard of 


alee 
"CL A D 


in whi 
provocations, 
reported to Hitler that in the future the nerchantnen of tho 
United 
on sea lanes, of thoi 
give reports about our U-boats : slve reports about our sea 
warfare without our disturbing thom in this connection preventing them and 
hat t this, the British were in a position to camouflage 
For the first time when our armored 


cer" or Battleship “Admiral Sheer" in crossing the Atlantic, saw a 


24 
c 





I recommended to 


take no measures 


Aamiral 


voro 


WAS Ne 
Was no 


American flag, 


the Fuehrer, and 


American 


Sd LUG 


ys 
carrie 


in searching thi 


n Cruiser. 
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135 -0017 


was found tha 
4-1 


these reasons, 


that we should 


need not clarify his statcment. 
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DR. SIEMERS: I should like to callethe attention of the High Tribunal 


te C-75, the same as US 151, to be found in the “ecument Beok of the 
British Delegation Noe l0jwa, Page 58. In this directive, Ne. 2h, it says 
under Figure 3-8, "As the joint object of the carrying on of the war, it 
is important to conquer 4ngland, as soon as possible, and in that way to 
keep the United States nut of the wor," 

And three paragraphs further down, under "b", it says: "The capture 
of Singapore == 

THE PRESIDENT: Have’ you got tho right refersnee? That on page 50 is 
instruction Noe 54, coneerning collaboration with Japan. 

DR, SIEMERS: I have just been advised -- it was quite a surprise 
te me -- that of this directive, there is only 2 part of it to be found 
in the English translation, andI ask that the High Tribunal grant me the 
permission under these circumstances subsequently to submit the translation 
of the complete directive in this Raeder document. 

THE PRESIDENT: Have you got it in your Raeder book, Dr. Siemers? 

DR. SIEMERS: Wo, not up until now; for since + did not know that 

"enly a fragment has been translatec, I a» asking for permission to have 
this document completely translatec. and submitted in toto as a Raeder 
document. 

THE PRESIDENT: Very well. 

DR, SIEMERS: Thank you very uch. This may be found Figure 3-a, 
and the next quotation will be fo:.' under Figure 3-d, and it says: "The 
capture of Singapore, which is the zey position of England in the Far 
East, would be a decisive victory for the war effort of the three powers. 
Beyond that, attacks on other sea bases for the British sea power are to 
obtain only if the entrance of the United States af america cannot be 
prevented, andwill serve to hamper the war system of the enemy." 

I ask the High Tribunal to note that fact that already on the 5th of 
March, which is the date of this directive, Hitler decreed the capture 
ef Singapore,  Censequently, the suzgestion put by Grand admiral Raeder 

in Document C-152, dated the 18th of March, cannot be considered decisive, 
since a Hitler decree was already existing at the time. 


THE WITNESS: May + answer bricfly? The same thing seems to apply to 
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all cases which are being mentioned heres first of all, the political 
decision of Hitler; that is, the head of the State; then the directive of 
the commander-in -chief of the Wehrmacht, for the Wehrmacht; then the re- 
sults which s: crued to the various branches of the Wehrmacht. 

After I received my directive of the 5th of March, I had to contemplate 
how, if Japan was to enter the war, Japan could act most suktably and 
expediently. And in this connection we were concerned with the question 
of how we damage our main opponent, Engalnd, on water, and therefore I 
had to insist that Japan move against Singapore, since there were circles 
who were of the opinion that Japan should attack Vladiovstock, which would 
have been a grave mistake. 

The nucleus of power of England in East Asia had to be attacked, and 
that was Singapore, under the circumstances. But l as well believed 
that through the capture of Singapore, the United States of america would 
be intimidated and kept out of the war. 

That caused me to make this proposal, and not vice versa, 
BY DR. SIEMERS: 

Q In this same connection, | would like to refer to Document 1877 PS 
which is mentioned in the special accusation against you. It is US 152, 
and may be found in the document boc’ of the British Delegation No, 10, 
Page 320, It is a conversation betzen the Japanese Foreign -tinister, 
Matsuoka. 

I am just told now that 320 is incorrect. It should be 319, 

THE PRESIDENT: It should be 10-4. 

DR, SIEMERS: LO-A; that is correct, Your Honor. I beg your pardon, 

It was a conversation between the Japanese forcign minister Matsuoka 
and von Ribbentrop on the 29th of March, 1941. Ye have already discussed 
this matter, 

In the 8th paragraph of this document, the following is said: 


"The Reich Foreign sinister again in this connection referred to the 


problem of Pingapore because of the fear on the part of the Japanese that 


there wuld be U-boats attacks from the Phillipines, and the use of the 
British fleet. He had discussed the situation once more with Admiral 


Raeder. MAT. 
-9885- 
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"Then I told him that the British fleet was in the home waters and in 

Mediterranean, and she would have her hands full there, and she could 
despatch even a siingle ship to the Far East, 

"The american U-boats were considered to be so poor and insignificent 
by Admiral Raeder that Japan would not have to concern herself with them at 
All. 

BY DR. SIEMERS: 
Q Von Ribbentrop, in reply to my question on the lst of April, 


ceclared that he had been mistaken, The statement was probably made 


will you please clarify this statement once and for all? 
I can only confirm that I never discussed these questions with 


ir. von Ribbentrop, for I am sorry vo say there was no connection between 


the Foreign Yffice and the O.K.V. especially since the Fuehrer had forbidden 


any inform-tion to be given to the *oreign Office by the military regency. 
Hence, that statement would never have been made by him, especially since 
his statements were completely in contradiction to my opinion, and es- 
pecially since he hac no basis for any such statements at that time, 

Q Grand Admiral, on the other hand, were not these questions 
frequently dealt with in the S.KX.L. dealing with the economic, incustria 
and military strength of the United States, and that an entrance of the 
Unitec States should be worried about? 


«e were entirely clear about this up until the last cetail. 


at any time during the war see thts <ccument 1877 P:S., which is 
you? 

No, no. 

48 Tar as these discussicns between iir. von Ribbentrop and the 
Foreign Minister Matsuoka wero concerned, and the discussions with Vshima, 
were you advised about these? 

Nos; I was told by the Fuehre It is shown in the document 
C 17- what the outcome of this Ciscussion with Matsuoka was, But I had 
no discussions with Mr, von Ribbentrop atl. 

Re SIEMEXS: May it please the High Tribunal, I have just been 


asked to correct a wo^- which I have just used; and in order to be fair, 
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I should like to do So, 

l said, "Hitler, in his directive of the 5th of “arch, 1941, decreed 
to take Singapore. The manner of expression is not quite correct. He could 
not give orders to Japan. The mistake arises because the directive starts 
with the words, "The Fuehrer, in order to cooperate with Japan, has decreed 
the following," and under figure 3 it says, "The following basic principles 
or directives, apply", and among these basic, principles, or directives, the 
taking os Pingapore is mentioned, 

BY DR. SIEMERS: 

Q Grand Admiral, at any conversation at all at any time, did you 
Suggest to anyone at all or tell anyone at all that Japan attack ‘earl 
Harbour? 

A No, we never talked about that at all. 

Q Did you hear anything about this plan before Japan attacked 
Pearl Harbour? 

A Never. It was a complete surprise to me and the S.K.L. that 
this attack actually did take place, .nd it is a mistake in judging the 
mentality of the Japanese if one would assume that they would have told 
of such a plan to anyone not within Japan or to anyone who was not directly 
connected with this plan; and the sume way in 190), Out of the blue they 
attackec the Russian ships without anyon!'s Suspecting anything like that 
at all. 

DR. SIEVERS: May it please th: ‘igh Tribunal; in this connection I 
should like to submit 3 docunents which have been granted me, Raeder Exhibit 
Noe 19, to be found in Document Book II, pago 108. This document deals 


with the report by the American General Marshall which has been placed at 


my disposal for the assistance of the Court, 


In this report, dated the lst of September, 1945, General “arshall 
Stated the following, and + should like to refer to page 116: 

"In order to determine when and how Germany anc Japan failed, I asked 
General Eisenhower to question the hizhest military leaders who at present 
are prisoners of war, The outcome of these interviews is of extraordinary 
importance and interest. They give us a picture of the Civergence of 


opinion among the hostile nations 2s well as the lack of comprehensive 
- 3687 - 
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planning. Both factors were evidenced in the critical moment of this 
world war, ani were © ciphered atthe critical moment." 
Two paragraphs further down, it scys, "No proof has been found up to 


now tha the German Supreme comand had an all-comprehensive strategic plan. 


High Command, on general principles, approved of Hitler's policy, but 


rather wild strategy was beyond the German military possibilities anc 
capabilities, anc brought about the Collapse of Germany. 

"The history of the German High Command, starting with 1938, shows 
censtant personal conflicts in which increasingly Hitler's cirectives 
against military judgment dominated. The first clash took place in the 
year 1938, and in this, with the removal of Blorberg, Fritsche, and Beck, 
and the very effective conservative influence on the German policies ended 


with this removal, 
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"The campaign in Norway, France and the Netherlands brought about: 


Serious divergences between Hitler and the Generals, especially as pertained 


to the details of the carrying out of the strategic plans. In any and 


every case the General Staff was for he carrying through in an orthodox 
manner of the plan, but Hitler, on the other hand, stood for an unorthodox 
attack, the object and aims of which ley deep within hostile territory in 
each case, 

"Hitler's opinion dominated, and the most surprising result of ezeh 
of these successive attacks raised Hitler's prestige to ach a point where 
one did not dare any longer to contradict his opinion. 

"Hits military self-confidence became unlimited after the success and 
victory in France and from now on he started to criticize the Opinions of the 
higher generals, even in the presence of junior officers, until it came 
about that the General Staff coulè not resist when Hitler resclved on his 
fateful decision to attack Russia." 

And on page 118, there is an extract dealing with Germmy and Japan 
and I quote: 

"In addition, there is no proof on hand showing a close strategic 
plan between Germany anc Japan, The German General Staff realizec that 
Japan was bound by the neutrality pact vith Russia, but hoped that the 
Japanese would meet many forces of lanl ses and air. 

"Since there is no proof to the contrary, it is assumed that Japan 
acted on her own initiative and not in accordance with previously laid and 
coordinated plans." 

And further the cocuments which wer granted to me, Raeder Exhibits 
113 and 114, could be found in the Dcosment Roman Numeral VI, p, 49h and 
Pe 497: 

THE PRESIDENT: Dr, Siemers, I think you should ask the witness whether 
he agrees with General Marshall's opinion, 

DR. SIEMERS: 

Q You agree with the opinions of the American,General Marshall? 

A I do not absorb these thoughts. They were processes ôf thought 
which we had as well, but I cannot vouch for each thought. In order to 


Speak with surety, I would have to look at these proposals or they would 
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have to be read to me, 
Re SIEMERS : 
I believe the rather general statement made by the Admiral is sufficient. 

In Raeder Document 113 I should like to refer to the heading: 

"ARMY FORESAW JAPAN'S MOVE." Marshall says: 

"üashington, Dec. 11. 

"Ge neral George Ce Marshall, former Army Chief of Staff, acknowledged 
last night that the army knew more than ten days before December 7, 191, 
that a Japanese move toward Pearl HARBOR might take them past the deadline 
where the american chiefs believed the US should fight." 

In order to save time I wi 1l not read the particulars, but it may be 
gathered from the report by Marshall that the “apanese move toward Shanghai 
headed wouth was reported by the U.S. army Intelligence November 25 and 26, 
1941. And in addition to that Marshall testified that preparations had 
been worked out in the United States before the war for the construction of 
long range bombers to move toward +stanbul and Singapore. 

In Raeder Exhibit No. 11h, and I am also submitting Henry Le Stimpson'!s 
declarations uncer date 1f 21 March, former Germzn. Minister of War of the 
UsSetie 

"Henry E.Stimpson, former U.S. Secretary of War, disclosed that the 
late Fresident Roosevelt's War Cabinet had discussed anc rejected nine days 
before “span's attack on Pearl Harbour = an ame 

Japanese forces’ without further warning." 
Stimpson recounted this in a statement that 


on the 28th Novem 


V 


recsived information of Japanes movements along the a 
same. day, he said, the Cabinet met and discussed th 


meaning of the Japanese move." 


He further said: 


"That if the "apanese got into the Isthmus of Kra, the British 
fight, and that if the British fought, we would have to fight." 
Q according to this, Grand Admiral, did the United States know about 
these “apa nese plans before you did? 
Apparently, yes. 
DR. STHMERS: Then + shall turn to the next accus ation put forth by the 


Prosecution, and that concerns itself with you. 
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In tois connection, the Prosecution has admitted Doewacnt 1807 Pes, which 


227, to be found in the Documnt Book of the British Delcgatio, 


Document concerns itself with Jodl's diary, ^and especially the entries 
of the 16th of June, 1942, I am sorry. I have to beg your pardon, I em told it is 
page 287 rather than 288 This Document reads: 

"The operational staff of the Navy (SKL), applied on tho 29th Loy, for per- 
mission to attack the Brazilian sea and air forces. The SKL considers that a 
suaccn blow against the Brazilian navel and merchant ships is uxpedient et this 
juncture, because defensive measures sre still incomplete, beenuse there is a 
possibility of achieving surprise, and because Brazil is to cll intents and pur- 
poses fighting Geruany 2t sea," 

Q The Prosccution is accusing you of breaking neutrality and of vio 


international law because you made that preposal at a tine when Brazil was neutral, 


and I might call your attention to the fact that the war with Brasil occured on 


1942, please tell me from your memory just how you come to make 
this proposal? 
À The relationship between Brazil and Germany at this time was frightful. 
The Germans were persecuted there, They were treated very badly. The economic 
Germany were damaged heavily. The Brazilians hed already been giving 


cio stations and wire- 
nad also intelligence 
rey confirmed thenselves that they had destroyed 
wan U-borts had attacked Bresilien 
ú their lights on according to the rogu- 
consoguently could not be recognized ^s Bragilicn ships. Before that 
KG all of the South american countries thot their ships use their 
y that they could be distinguished as to n tion lity at night 
were air attacks on U-boats of the Axis Powers which had taken place, 
and they could only have been carrivd on from Brazilian bases. at the request of 
the SKL to the Fuchrer, tho Fuchrer deerced thet ones again we should ask the 
It^liens for what intclligenec reports they had received, and Italy in turn con- 


firuod that some weeks before Italian U-bo^ts, which hed been Operating together 


with ours, these Italian U-bo^ts had been attack near tho Brazilian coast, and 


P 
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the Brazilian Air Ministry had made public the fact that hostile notior 


Brazilian and United States air forces had attacked ixis U-boats, 


On the basis of that confirmation the Puchrer permitted that near the 


Brazilian coast arms or force might be used against Brazil, and then a plan was 
workea out, according to which a curtain wave of U-boats loft the French coast 
in order to clear the Atlantic and go to the Brazilion coast, The Fuchrer had 
roced that this was not to be a needling but rather a serious cnterprise, This 
operation was later stopped and I om sorry thet I am not able to say for what 


reason this operation wss not carried through, but it can be secon from our 


documents that all of these things : laia down in the war diary. 
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May it please the Hich Court, I believe that thc entire 


accusatic are conecrnoá would not have beon raiscd if tho 


document 1807-I L's Giary entry of the 16th of Juno had been admitted in 


toto. nily the St part was admitted, 1, therefore, I should like to 


road this entry as Raeder t Noe 115, to bo found in Doeunent Book, 


Roman Numcral 6, pare 500, from tho furthor Statomont made by Colonel General 


anc in the diary wo may conclude that the situationms investirated 


thorouchly. 


submitted by tho Prosecution, I have already 


quoted that part. That is tho first two sentences. The rest of the 


fice *cclares that an 


M 


intensification of tho conflict with Progil is uncosirablo, with regard to the 
attitude of Arrentina and 
Bragil, consultations are 


cf tho Chief cf the Arneg oS O-craticnal Staff, 


the 30th cf May 
inquirinr in I 


The vorification by tho Naval Oneratiorz 


Italian U-boats wore attacked 


Brazil by airplanes whi 


The Naval Operational Staff 


J. comminique of the Brazilian Air "nistzy about the 


2s to order the 10 U-bcats, due to sail curing 


7 


lh July from ports in Western France » for duty off 


vrineival Brazilian ports in the period 3-8 August, andi? etailinc tho 
lor U-h60 for that purposes The order for exccution nust bo given to 
tho U-bosts until 15 Juno at tho latest, After the Gonmancer in Chief of 


the Navy had rep -rted this in the afternoon of 15 Juno to tho Fuchrer at tho 


dorf, the Fuehrer 3oclarod hinsolf in arrcoront with the intentions of 


Naval Operati:nal Staff (SKL ordered, however, before any definite 


Cecision, that the political situaticn at once a^ ain be exanined by the 





I believe that this is so that w 


vcedcr Exiibit Numbo 


like to refer to I 


TT Sn th ann) E muerto). ] -—" C 
with, in the same document book, page 503, 


late of the 6th of 


$6 e. Yun y 1100.50 
Di^ry; where under c 


4 
Lv 


ob a2 Latunt sto of war is 


it 


Se 


ELT German interes Indiv 


ticy were not lighted accordi 


m 


ilians clain ti lr 


Ana ^ further oxtrzct fron the 
liko to submit herewith, to be found 
to 


Should like ask the High Tr 


4 


v 


contents and would liko to r 


G 


begin 


erm, tho ^uthority was given on | 


armcd South Ameriesns." And 


submarines were sttockod by 


MJ 


Br-zili-n Air Ministry offici: 


a 


Erozili^n 


^ * E 
sccret 


arms aginst Brazilian forcus 


should like to submit also 
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Gocuu.nt, I do not wish to quote 


contcnts the mott olrosd 


aS 
from cocuun..nt 


cl^rif situation an 


an 
ML UPL 8 


To these extracts from the 


No, there is nothing to be 
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Grond Adminal, moy I ask you 


nol 


coming to the conclusi 


y 
+ 


our 


ea 


war Diery, 


o prov 
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e were careful enough; and I further would 


r 116 which I should like to submit horo- 


t from the Dr 


Junu an entry th:t the developmen 


exlsv.ncae TALT Severe 


proetie^lly in 


idusl Srozilinn stor sunk ov U-boat 


ng to regulations. Incro agitation in 


T 9 ^ PT " yrs 4- 3114 er 
ey sunk Gorman U-boat while p trolling the 
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in the same document book, pogo 509. I 
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to take offici notice of this document 


for only to fia Under Figure 


Pta 
sOUL 2 ^g. 
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facet thet axis 
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in fy document 
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it seuas to ha 


41 ^ 1. 14 hs "3 
that the Figuro 


ee es 
completely the 


'Ccusntion 


r Diary oo you have 
ded, It is entir.ly clo. 


ie 


^ ] 
vO 


now to picture High Tribun'"l -- and 


on of my toll us how it 


tO 
ACE "e 
eSli1gnoa? 


0 


ss first or shall I continue’? 


Pee 
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THE PRESIDENT: If you hope to finish in a few minutes we wiil sit on so 
your examination, 


I belicve it will toke perhaps ten minutes, Your 


"hu about th t in January of 1943 you resigned; 
but before you cone to that answer I would like to sk you one morce question., In 
previous tines had you ever had the iden to resign? Tha is, before you actually 

resign? 

A I would like to say briefly thit in tin peace on sovor^l occasions I 
told tho Fuchrur to please relicve nic ny „ost ut on ultinatun to hin, 
ana in orcer to picture these frets I should like to 
of 1938 I had in the presence of Keitel made o report to the luohror about 
type of our ships and ^s to further development along these lines. On this 
ocension th. Fuchrur began to tell us bout everything thet we hod planned anc 

planning, including the plen of the Bismarck, wna for i rather unexplained 

^tt eked these plens anu dvuclared then as wrong. Lator I found out thai 
thst some purson fron his cntournge, 


about such things, hae given him their opinion: nd 
— 3 i. P 


2 


leter, he wanted to cheek these 


unusu^l thet 
bricf-cnse, and le: 
Fuchror followed mo to tho 
d no not to resign 


2h one bub dt tis 


had just been a: 


P 


point 

morpy 2 young girl who hs ad: & rothor unsavoury reputation. I tole hin I would 

never consent to the marriage. The Fuchrer hed the girl brought to him and deci- 
woul. have nothing against the Liorringe, I left snd sent the Fuchrer a 

lcttor in which I tolo hin that I would refuse my consent, that the officer would 


not remain in the Navy should he decido to marry, or i would not ruuain. I told 


the officer who acted ss my courier to bring back the answer, The Fuchrer had 


the officer wait two days and then sent hin back to me with a letter, Hu said: 


the ofiicor cannot marry and remain in the Novy z he will not be 
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&S à Naval sujutant, there will be someone else in his pleee, He will rema: 


with mo, he will have a position and will serve as on. of my rerty aujutants," 


E 


^ 


A typicol result for thu Fuohrur was that up to a certain dogros ho vantea to 
will known, but this n^n was out of the way of the Navy, and I could 
my convictions felt in this casc, Under these circumstances I was reacy to 
continue to serve, That wis the beginning of 1939. In the course of Spring I 
whether I could not be relieved of my position since I had servec 
for many years in the Navy and I did not believe I should bo able to rennin in 
the dignity of my offic... I suggested to hin that perhaps at the first of Octo- 
ber I should leve my post. The Fuchrer refused, and the lst of October we 
were in the war, and he s^id it was uxtraicly urgent, that I could not and shoul 
not leave the Navy under any circwustences; and 
mysclf totally responsible f 
the course of war, our working 
haŭ to bs in good order and, 
my respect in the course of the wor. However, the relxtionshiy gradually was 
darkened end hampered, and for the rcason that the Fuchrer boesme nurvous ond 
more nervous, Snc ct moetings when there were divergences of opinion he flared 
up, and if there wes any technical trouble or if one of my ships was not succes 
ful, he beenue rather abusive, and ag&in and again it camc 
rounders got to hin before I coul 
eallva in subsequently nnd coulc only set him straight on these matters subsu- 
quently. In that way, seuncs resulted; scenes which were very duprussi 
A point on which the Fuchrer was especially sensitive: That wes the larg 
ship. He was unvasy when our lorge ships were out on the high soos and were 
carrying on wor actions. and if we lost a ship, such as the Graf Spec, or purhar 
lator the Bismarck, any s like thet ho consiccred a itruondous loss of prestig 
and matters like that flustered him trmendously. Thi gs like thot went on until 
at the enc of the 1942 additional forces came into pl- nå is w S Soucthing 
which made ^n impression on me. Thure was my failure in th nsultation with 
the Puchrer in the questions dealing with th 5 3 of Norway, France, and, 
above all, Russia. In the final analysis, he constantly relicd on 
and listened to them much wore than to an old officer. That was a inet which 


caused a situation which coulu not be tolerated for any length tino. One of 
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charecteristics of the Fuehrer w^s 2 


ana evcry one, but especially directed olu 


from tho old Wermacht an whom he 


even though they treated him 


J 


very well 


did not have the 


hearts they 


the cese of Russia had brought about many conflicts with him a 


relationship was 


AG 


fivctings, on one occasion in connection with on. 


1 Chicf of the Navy, ther 


fay 
y A Orc, 


to the Fuchrer in this matter," 


At the ond of 1942 just af 
incident occured which brought 


A 


a convoy woicn w? 


S 


+ Ay 
"b her 


the fighting 


~ 1 q q 3 
especially LE 


together with the 


'ourn 
Jf urr 1 y 


1G Since 


convoy. 


al aXe foll ana the convoy 


Consiccred it expedient to take 


nly decision, becuse otherwise thes 


This formed lster on a romsrkably violent councetion bet 
the S.K.L* was hampered through disturbing circumstances 


been severe These two facts led to 


where I had The Fuchrer became 


24. 


con which were discuss.d 


evening T could not give him 


cloar picture, 


officers 


"T 


influ.neod to a large extent through these clashes, 
up the war diary, Admirsl Ossmann, who put tog 


P + 
of these 


from England. It 


ons there is just one or ty 


ge number of dus 


* 


m» 


lay long and 


NH 


romdous suspicion toward anyone 


1 
lc Ine 
no Naa 


cone to hin 


assumed -- about whom he 
and with respect, thot in thcir heart of 


thoughts that he expected and had to have, iBSpeciall; 


S to me and my 
and 


ether the minutes 


discussions 


is in complete contradiction 
L 


was in Deceuber 
io hour: 
y large ships, 


troy 


INS 
bucn attacked, 
his Admiral, and 

io instances 
Fuchrer had it 
truely 


excited, There 


even in the 





A (Continued) Through Admiral Krenke he had many insults transmitted to 
He asked that I report to him immediately and I could see that there much 
friction would result. I did bring it about that only had to report to him 


alter six days, that is on tho 6th of January, so that the atmosphere could 


cool off a little bit. On the 6th of January I could travel there with a com- 


plete report at my disposal and in the evening we had a discussion with him 
eld iigrshall von Keitel was present also, He gave us a speech of about ai 
hour's duration which he made derogatory remarks about everything that the 
Navy had done so far, and this was in complete condradition to what he had sair 
before. From th I saw that he was anxious to bring about a break. I personal- 
ly was convinced that I should take this opportunity to resign, 
as I saw more , that the war was turning into a pure U-boat war, and I 
felt that I personally could leave at this monent with : ian conscience. Afte 
the Fuehrer concluded this speech I asked be permitted to speak with hin 
alone, Ficld Marshall Keitel and tho stenozraphors loft and I told him that I 
was asking for my resignation as I could soo from his words that he was entire» 
ne and this I considered to b^ tho propor moment for me 
tried to tio mo down a little bit, as always, but I romained ada- 
mant and told him that I know a Chief would havo to bo appointed who would hav 
conplote authority and rosponsibility, but he told mo that this would be a gre 
burdon on hin i r^ to leavo now. Ho said for ono thing, tho situation was 
very critical; wo wora just before Stalingrad, and that he lroady been ac- 
)nany gonorals that bo tho outside world this vould incer 
m if I wore to leave at this point. I asked him what could I do so th: 
would not happen, that I would do everything to prevent him boing incrimi- 
nated, and that if ho wanted to save face with the outside world, if ho did 
want it to soon that I left on account of his dissat ction he could havo 
"out! by making ro a general inspector, give no a nominal title which would 
inprossion that I was still with tho Navy and that my name would 
nain connected with the Navy, This seomed to appeal to him, and I told hin on 
tho 6th of January. that I wanted to be dismissed on the 30th of January, At 
this point I had concluded ten years of service as Commander in Chief of tho N 


under Hitlor. He agreed to this proposal and asked mno to suggest two successor: 


E 
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so that ho coul 


me by appointing me tho General Inspo 


P 


on occasion, consult me 
3 3 


took placce I was sont out twice, 


being buried, and, in 


vorsation 


away want 


l do 


greeadle and uncomfortable 


4-34 ái rond y ees pun 


put thro in which I hac 


you vory muche 


a 


RS: May it please the 


my oxamination of Grand admiral Ra 


} ^d ^Y 


The Tribunal: 


^no 


"ivi 


cter of the 


the second 


ligh Tribunal, 


A 
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make a choice, On tho 30th of January ho personally dismissed 


Navy, anà he said that he woul 
which never 


7 I z D 
Bulgaria when the 


caseé5il was sont to Hungary 


of your diffe: 


many 


Naval technical and 


at this tine for I was 


This one case 


novor forgot. 


horovith I shall conc 


today until half past ono, It wil 
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(The Defendant Raeder resumed the vitnoss-stand.) 

THE PRESIDENT: Do any of the Defense Counsel want to ask questions? 
BY DR. KRANZBUEHLER: 

Q Admiral, yourecall the memorondum of tho SKL of the 15th of 
October, concerning possibilities for more severe actions in tho war against 
merchant shipping. That is in the book of the British Prosccution, Noe 10, 
on page 96 and 97 of the British text. Admi Wagner 
testified about it here. Can you acd anything to that 
the task and the meaning of that 

Since the war against England came quite as a surprise to uS, 
ip to then dealt with detailed stions submarine warfare. 
things we had not discussed the question of the so-called 


submarine warfare which in the previous war played such a 
developed that on the third of 
September the officer who has recently been mentioned here was sent to the 
Office with the few points to be discussed concerning that question 
of unrestricted submarine warfare, so that we should clarify with the Forcign 
Office just how far we ought to g And that is the document which recenti; 


- 


was discussed here, D-851, GB-l51, of the 3rd of November -- 

Q Rather, 3rd of Soptoenbc 

A 

On the i - these discussions and negotiations with tho Foreign 
Office and in the OX! -- the High Command of the Navy -- that submarine 
memorandum was drafted which you have mentioned and which was issucd under 
the dato-lino of the 15th of October I believe on the 15th of Octobor I 

it to the Fuehrer who principally agreed with its text. But just 

that fact, that a memorandum about submarine warfare mentioning possibilities 
of increasing the sevority of submarine warfare, was issued only on the 15th 
of October, shows how little we wore prepared for that eventuality. 

That memorandum contains the sentence which has been 
Prosecution concerning our position with respect to international law, wher 
it is seid, "e e e highest morals, ethical standards in the fight, according 
to international law and supporting of all military measures by reference to 


9900 
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international lew. But if it should be possible by a deviation to get 
decisive results and if we can take the responsibility to deviate, then 
eventually one has to deviate from international law. That means that a new 
form of international law would have to be developed." 

Besides, howdvor, this entire memorandum was only an expression ôf a 
search for possibilities, involving the least damage to neutrals and the 
greatest possible adherence to international law, to conduct submarine 
warfare ii h a manner that it would become a decisive factor in the 
outcome of the wa Cases are discussed as to how it would be possible to 
use severer measures, but it always deals with the fact that one 
counter-measures against enemy measures, such measures as blockades or the ney 

1 by submarine warfar These are examined in 
ections but the draft alus omes to the conclusion 


wiber of submarines 


final result cf that entire memorandum which is put down in 
that document can be found on the tro last page Unfortunately I have 
only the German cony in front of me, where unde Conclusion -- that 
the last paragraph, D, Conclusion, t! following sentences are sig 
which I should like to quoto 


THE PRES IDEN! hat the 15th of October, 


TRAN ZBUEH T 
KRAN ZBUEE 
EEA i ; 
PRESIDENT: That is 


KRANZRUEH LER 3 hat is in the document book of the Prosecution on 


r 
96 and 97 


Jl 


IHE PRESIDENT: Which one, 

DR. KRANZBUEHLER: Tene 

THE PRESIDENT: Those aren!t right, those numbers. That reference 
KRANZBUEHIER: 99 and 100, I am just tolc. 
i the document book of the Prosecution there is only a short extract. 


The witness has the whole document in front of hime 


9901 
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THE PRESIDENT: Where 


On page 99 


the I :oeution. The num 


document book Doenitz 3, on page 


witness will only read 


and 100 in the 


Mi 


IT 


the extract? 


document book 10 of 


documont has 
199 


is necessary to refer to it because 


one or two sentences. 


paragraph "final solution" of the 


entire J 


discussion under Figure 1, 
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expected by war against merchant shipping such as it is conducted now," 

Q Admiral, the immediate rosult of that memorandum and of your 
report to the Fuehrer was the order of the 17th of Octobe r? 

A Yes, and that concerned, first, that all enemy merchant men could 
be torpedoed and, secondly, that passongor ships also in convoy could be 
torpedoed a short time after a proclamation to that effect had been made; 
that, therefore, was within an incrcase cf severity of measures, step by 
step, such as we had answered up to then to enemy measures. 

THE Dre Kranzbuchler, that long passage that the 
defendant has just read, if it has not been put in evidence yet, it must 
be offered in evidence by you. x understand it is not incidence as present 
SIR DAVID MAXWELL FYFE: ify Lord, I can help, I shall be using 
this document and I shall put it in 
THE PRESIDENT: Has it boon offered in evidence? 
SIR DAVID MAXWELL FYFE: Only part of it, not the part that the 
defendant has referred to. But, in viewof that, I shall refor to it later o 
THE 
BY DRe KRANZBUEH 

Q Admiral, you mentioned that before 1935 certain preparations 
were taken for the reconstruction of German submarine weapons. Did Admiral 
Doenitz participate in these preparations? 

In no way whatsoever. s it was said before, ho was abroad; 
but, even before that, he had nothing to do with 

Q You have just reportoc about yo dismassal as Comnander-in-Chief 
of the Navy. Would you like to tell me how it cam that Admiral Docnitz 
became your successor? 


^ 


A The Fuehrer had ordered "hat I should designate two admirals as 


SUuccessors., ‘ 'cstod in writine 


Dr, Kranzbuchier, how 
what relevancy hasit to anything vo have to decide as to how Admiral Doonitz 
became head of the Navy? 
DR, KRANZBUEHIER: That has importance, Mre President, because 
the Prosecution asserts that Admiral Doenitz, on the basis of political 
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ibions had ] 130 the 1 É e » ^ 1 "To 
lons, had become the successor of Admiral Raeder , 
THE PRESIDENT: All richte 

KRANZBUEHIER : 

If you please, Admiral, 

IIll be very brie i 

PL + VL VA LOL e surcestad a St Adi i i 

y brief I suzgestod, first, Admiral Karls, who 


enior and had a background concorning naval warfare; and in case 
Fuehrer wantod it manifest that ho wanted to put the U-boat warfare 
the forerround, I esesved NoenitZ, who had the requisite of 

authority and compe! in the ici Any political considerations of 


e 


any Kind did not play any part; so that i 
: nov play any part; 30 wt it was purely a technical 


pendine on the 


I have no more questions, 
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DR. NEITZ (Counsel for defendant Keitel): Mr. President, thc Tribunal, 
by letter of 26 March, has permitted that an affidavit for the defendant 
co-defendant Raeder could be submitted if the Prosecution has 
to question Admiral Racder in cross examination concerning 
statements e 
I have sent the affidavit to tho Prosecution, and the Prøsecution 


T. 


sed no objoction. Task to bo permitted to submit this affidavit, which 


is concerned with the functionand position of Koitolas Chief of tho OKW 
L 3 


Evhibit K-19, after Amiral Raccer had confirmed that he signed this 


a 


afficavit and that he agrees with its being 


TTM T 
NEIT E: 


we 


Admiral, you know the questions which I pute to you and which, 


conference with your Counsel, you answered and si gned on 19 March? 


~ J 


v 


That is about the position of Picld Marshal Keitel in tho OKW? 
I am well avare of it, 


Then, may I submit this af Prosecution has 


I have a few more questions to Admiral Raeder The 
can bo much simplified wit! lO pormnissi | Court, 
confronted cre with the s 
ago -- I put to Admiral Doenitz and which refer to 
witness Dre Gisevius about the tronondous influence 
of silence which Keitel] had erected ground Hitler. 
ask the witness Admiral Raccer, with the permission of tho Tribunal, 


DU 


he has heard the answers which Doonitz gave in his presence to uy 
(tions and whether hé considers them ri ght also for the time bofosm 19)3; 
e period during which Racder was cormander in chief of the 
whether he can confirm the answers given by Admiral Docnitze 
decision of the Tribunal whether I should be permitted to put 


zeneral questions, 


PRESIDENT: Yes, certainly. 
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BY DR, NELTE 
Q Admiral, you heard what I just said, and Iask you, Can you 
confirm the answers given by Admiral Doonitz to my question on 9 May also 
for the period before 1913? 
A 3, that I can do entirely. 
Q Now, I have one final quustions During your testinony Docunont 
L-79, tho small Schmundt file, was treated. 
A You objected against thc document as inaccurate and not of 
probative valuc? 
Q Yese Dr, Siemerc then quoted a part of that docunont which the 
secution, at the time when it submitted the document, had not 
that part of the document wo hear about a study staff with the OX". 
I ask you now to tcll me whether such a staff with the OKW was cver forned, 
" Not to my knowledge. The werk.was donc in the Wehrmacht 
Fuchrungsstab, the Armod Forces Leatorship Staff, where there were officers 
representing the three branches of the aruoc forcos, 
Q So there was no change in the field of tasks and competence? 
No, certainly note 
Thot also concerns the question of the dealing with strategic and 


ror 


operations fields between OKW and Armed Forecs Leadership Staff on one 


hand, $he General Staff of the iy=:d Forces Branches, excluding the SEL, 


on the other side? 
Naval iar Command is concerned, of 
course, there was no changes 
Q Now, as far as the other beanches, was there? 
That I can not say. I do not know about that, 
Von Brauchitsch and Ha ^ would have to tell us? 
A Yes, 
DR. NELTE: Thank you, I have no further questions, 
THE PRECIDENT: Dr. Neltc, is the affidavit that you referred to 
ocntaincd in your document book? 


DR. NELTE: No, not yet. Iù will be Number 19 of my document book, 
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Will you have t 


(Counsel for the General Staff and OKW); 


senior member o: e group o e General 


allegéd group for the longest time? 


that so-called group? 


sich President Field Marshal von Hindonbur- 


not enter that group by do 


know out : 


iny 


anything a 


group 


Prosecution 


ply for 


vilitary capabilities. 
ff volunte 


ou know the 


largo number, yese 


lership, was there 


been 


derision 


connection 1 


rith 


th 


officials, 


tho various branchos? 
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atings about var: 


about aggressive ware 


1 


ant by 


becn accused was 
Is that correct? 


no group 


ani zatior 


acu 


the world? 


onfuohr 


1. € 


nob corr.ct 


have been in 
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Velie JPeLL-5 
intentions c n ovr 
tentions of the Party to come to powcr in Germany? 
know t 
now that that ever hapy 
at that ever happened. Do you mean the s ci 3 
of power, in the attunmg I 
; in the att-mpts of the Party 
powor in Germany, sc j 
| iormany, sole domination of Gcrmany 
jf Gcrmany, was the Party supported 
that Ajrectic Ev " e E Vt 
it direction by military leaders, as 
J aders, as : as you know? 
LL al 
sterday, on questio of A 
$ juestions Counsel, you described 


If such 


refusine 
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A l cannot say that, I cannot answer that but I bolievo tl 
of us saw any necessaty to refuse that oath, 
The prosecution has furth-r asserted that tho high military chiefs 
did quite agree with the principles and aims of National Socialis 
at correct? 
A I have explained that yesterday, hore, how far one could agree 
the principles of National Socialism and how far one could train 
in these principles, Anything that went beyond that was rejected 
for the navy only, tho qu>stion did not find any acceptance in the Navye 
Q id offi 3 Who wora subordinata to you and who Were members of 


about the political situation ar 


peak about the participation or pai 


APA Y ^ 
yone about sp 


Ihat 
SOOU U 


aG kr 


have to qualify that. That dirsctizve was firs 


forces was issued and 


military loaders had no 


in Norway but he did not do an: 


5 


thor than givo me tho inforuatio and pointed out tha existing dangor 


Tho attitude of the for commander=in=-chiof of the armed 
von Fritsch, and that of chiof of staff, Bock, concorning tho quostion 


mac lenem T 34436 TAN ? A " A "dac - 1 ^ 3 3 i d 
was Knowme I just wanted to ask you, dla the commander in chiof of th- 
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marshal von Brachitsch, havo the samo attitude 2 concerning the war? 
I believe so, yos. 
the conference on the Sth of November 1937, you have s» 
already in detail. 
r. Laternscr, you have been putting this class 
to overy naval and military witness who has been called and what th- 
desires me point out to you is, that thoro has been no ination 
membor of the prosecution challenging 
entirely repetitive and cumulative and is bound to 1 put by you to every mili- 
tary and naval witness who comcs isto the witness box and it is simply a waste 
of time to tho Tribunal. When questi.ns ar- enswered by à witnoss and aro not 


crosSeoxamined 


President, tha mo, is a vory important 
- f whethe 


cumulative. I should 2 


whether or not the question i 


can understand what the Trib 
jf tho directivos of the 
as it can reasonably bo but i! 


it over and over again. 


questions but I cannot 
Sure that I have succeeded in inging certain prol then I have to try tc 
PRESIDENT ha! ranted point out to you was that you asked the 


those questions have 


circumstances, you can assume that tho anc 


that conclusion, then, of 


shall not r questions in tho futuro, I hav^ only a fow moro 


2911 





i 


Presidente 


son for the indictmont of tho group of the General 
affidavits have been presente: y tho prosocut 
k 

tho war, tho opinion we iinod that 

tually by £ 

norals corro 

o von 
discussod 


1 £f " 
last fow 


34- E 
witness. 


that 
conference e 
onod 
I boliovo that I can recall 


Hitlor was of that opinion, 





NM NN 


: -0047 
18-linyel-NG012-l 


Q Now, I have ono last quostion concerning the docunents which your 
defonse counscl has already put to you in the course of his exanination, It 
is tho docuriont C-66, submitted by tho British prosecution undor GB-Gl. It is 
in the document book 10, on page 13, of 10-4, page 35. On pagos fivo to Sevony 
last paragraph of that page, you havo said the following and I Quotes "It can 
be soon fron many statononts and plans, tho Fuchror expected an ond 
Russia campaign in tho Fall of 191, while th: W xy sceptical." Admiral 


I wanted to ask you what was tho scopticisn? 


Inasmuch as I know, tho OKH was of tho opinion that it would be dine 


Uu 


possible to conclude such a tronondous campaign in such a short P 


and many others shared that opinion, whoroas tho Fuchror believed t 
count of the new weapons and his stratogy, ho could concludo that 


vory quickly. 
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Q Do you know anything about the fact whether there were at that office = , 
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that is, the OKH - = any principal objections before the beginning of the Russian 


campaign? 

A As much as I know, the Commander = in = Chief of the Ármy was very much 
against it, but I could not say anything definite, 

DR. LATERNSERs: Thank youe I have no more questions, 

DR, KRAUSs Dr. Kraus, defendant!s counsel, representing Dr. von Lueding-= 
hausen for von Neurath, 

BY DR. KRAUS: 

Q Admiral, in the course of the proceedings it 
believe by the co-defendant Goering, that Fieldmarshal von Hindenbur 
desired that Herr von Neurath should be forsion minister. Do you know 
about that? 

A I received the information at that time, that Hindenburg had expressed 
that wish, and it caught my attention because Fieldmarshal von Hin2enburz until 
that time had only been interested in the nomination of the War '"inister and the 
Chief of the army and Navy, and had considered it his privilege., It wos the first 
time that he expressed that wish in the case of a foreign minister 

Q So it was not the practice of the Fieldmarsha: 
regarding the appointment of ministers, 

A Noe He had expressed that wish avout the Reich War Nin 
other previous gomernments, or the Social Democratic Government. 

Q What may have been the reason for Fiel?marshal von Hindenburc making 
that exception in the case of Neurath? 

å He probably wanted to make sure under all circumstances that tho policies 
up to that time, which had been peaceful, should be continued in Germany. He was 
sure that von Neurath would continue these policies in his intentions, 


So he had particular confidence in the attitude of von Neurath up to that 


À Yes, beyond doubt, 
Q You knew von Neurath pretty well, and you were informed about his 
political principles, weren't you? What were the main principles, the main lines 


of his policies? 
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A Herr von Neurgth endeavored to see a gradual recovery of the German 
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people achieved, and he wanted to try to gain a quality of the German Reich with 
‘ peaceful meanse 

First of all, he wanted to have good relations with England, which was 
also alone the intentions of Hindenburg, and especially on this point both of 
us arreod easily. 

Q So one ean say that you considered von Neurath as the exponent of a 
policy of understanding with England, and a peaceful policy of balancinc, 

Rhen I have another question to you, Admiral, A Fritz "ie 
the adjudant of Hitler from !35 to 139, has submitted an affidavit. The Frosecutic 


e 


has submitted that affidavit under PS-3037. In that affidavit | Wieacmann states 


that on the 28th of May 1938 a conference took place in the Wintergarten of the 
Reichs Chancellory with all important people of the Foreign Office, the army, 
and the leading offices, That was a tremendous meeting, in the face of which 
one could almost doubt as to whether all these people would have found room in 
the Wintergarten, 

Here he met Goering, General 
Brauchitsch, There had been presen 
Ribbentrop, and of course you, 

In that meeting Hitler spoke among other things about Czec 
stated it would be his definite will that Czechoslovakia should disappear from 
the face of the map. Do you know angthine about that meetinz? 

Whereas I can recall every one of these larger or important 
meetings, I have not the least recollection of that mectinc:. The composition se:me 
very unlikely, I have never seen in the same meeting von Neurath an? von Ribben- 
trop together. I should like to doubt whether von Neurath 2urin: that time was 
even in Berlin, He was certainly not present at that meeting, but I couli not 
remember any meeting in which von Ribbentrop was present as the Forsicn Minister 
when military matters were discussed, I be e this ii l3edemann is mistaken, 
because I believe I have never seen him in a meétinz in which such matters are 


alleged to have been discussed. The Fuchrer usually sent his personal adjudants 


oute J believe that is a mistake, 


Q Such an important statement made by the Fuehrer you would have remembered, 


You would have kept it in your mind, 
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À Yes, During that summer the opinions of the Fuehrer were changing 


greatly. I believe that in the month of May a mobilization took place in 


* Czechoslovakia, I could not say it with certainty, but a meeting of that kind 


* Where a statement like that would have been made I believe 1 did not take part ip, 
DR, KRAUS: No more questions, Thank you, 
THE PRESIDENT: Any other defendantts counsel wish to ask any questions? 
( No response) 
Sir David, it seems scarcely worthwhile starting the cross examination, 
SIR DAVID MAXWELL-FYFE: If your Lordship pleases, I entirely aeree, 


(The Tribunal adjourned until 20 May 1946, at 100^ hours.) 





